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WEPOSITED BY THE 
MNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


TO PROVIDE RETIREMENT, CLERICAL ASSISTANTS, 
AND FREE MAILING PRIVILEGES TO FORMER PRESI- 
DENTS OF THE UNITED STATES, AND FOR OTHER 
PURPOSES 


THURSDAY, MARCH 14, 1957 


Howusp or REPRESENTATIVES, 
ComMIrree ON Post Orrice AND Crvi. SERVIGE, 
Washington, D. C. 


The committee met at 10 a. m., pursuant to call, in room 215, Old 
House Office Building, Hon. Tom Murray (chairman) presiding. 

Also present: Frederick C. Belen, chief counsel. 

The Cuairman. The committee will come to order. 

This morning the committee will conduct a hearing on H. R. 4401, a 
bill introduced by our distinguished majority leader, Hon. John Me- 
Cormack, of Massachusetts, on February 5; and also on S. 607, a bill 
which has already been approved by the Senate. It was approved 
on February 4. The purpose of both of these bills, which are identical, 
is to provide retirement benefits for our former Presidents and future 
former Presidents, to provide clerical assistants for them and free 
mailing privileges, and also to provide a pension to the widows of de- 
ceased ex-Presidents. 

(H. R. 4401 and S. 607 are as follows:) 


[H. R. 4401, 85th Cong., 1st sess. ] 


A BILL To provide retirement, clerical assistants, and free mailing privileges to former 
Presidents of the United States, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That (a) each former President of the 
United States shall be entitled, as long as he shall live, to receive a monetary 
allowance at the rate of $25,000 per annum, payable monthly by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

(b) The Administrator of General Services shall, without regard to the 
civil-service and classification laws, provide for each former President a staff 
consisting of an administrative assistant, a secretary, and other secretarial 
and clerical assistants. Persons employed under this subsection shall be 
selected by the former President and shall be responsible only to him for the 
performance of their duties. Each former President shall fix basic rates of 
compensation for persons employed for him under this paragraph which in the 
aggregate shall not exceed the aggregate amount provided by law for the basic 
compensation of the administrative assistant, secretary, and other secretarial 
and clerical assistants authorized for a Senator from the least populous State 
of the Union; and the persons so employed shall also receive additional compen- 
sation at the rates provided by law for employees in the offices of Senators. 
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(c) The Administrator of General Services shall furnish for each former 
President suitable office space appropriately*furhished and equipped, as deter- 
mined by the Administrator, located in a Federal building at such place within 
the United States as the former President shall specify. 

(d) Each former President shall be entitled to conveyance within the United 
States and its Territories and possessions free of postage of all mail matters 
sent by him under his written autograph signature. The postal revenues shall 
be reimbursed each fiscal year out of the general funds of the Treasury in an 
amount equivalent to the postage which would otherwise be payable on such 
mail matter . 

(e) The widow of any former President of the United States shall be entitled 
to receive a pension at the rate of $10,000 per annum, payable monthly by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, if such widow shall waive the right to any annuity 
or pension under any other Act of Congress. 

(f) As used in this section, the term “former President” means an individual 
who shall have held the office of President of the United States, and whose 
service in such office shall have been terminated other than by removal pursuant 
to section 4, article II, of the Constitution. 





[S. 607, 85th Cong., 1st sess.] 


AN ACT To provide retirement, clerical assistants, and free mailing privileges to former 
Presidents of the United States, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That each former President of the United 
States shall be entitled, as long as he shall live, to receive a monetary allowance 
at the rate of $25,000 per annum, payable monthly by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

(b) The Administrator of General Services shall, without regard to the civil- 
service and classification laws, provide for each former President a staff con- 
sisting of an administrative assistant, a secretary, and other secretarial and 
clerical assistants. Persons employed under this subsection shall be selected 
by the former President and shall be responsible only to him for the performance 
of their duties. Each former President shall fix basic rates of compensation 
for persons employed for him under this paragraph which in the aggregate 
shall not exceed the aggregate amount provided by law for the basic compensa- 
tion of the administrative assistant, secretary, and other secretarial and clerical 
assistants authorized for a Senator from the least populous State of the Union; 
and the person so employed shall also receive additional compensation at the 
rates provided by law for employees in the offices of Senators. 

(c) The Administrator of General Services shall furnish for each former 
President suitable office space appropriately furnished and equipped, as de- 
termined by the Administrator, located in a Federal building at such place 
within the United States as the former President shall specify. 

(d) Each former President shall be entitled to conveyance within the United 
States and its Territories and possessions free of postage of all mail matter 
sent by him under his written autograph signature. The postal revenues shall 
be reimbursed each fiscal year out of the general funds of the Treasury in an 
amount equivalent to the postage which would otherwise be payable on such 
mail matter. 

(e) The widow of any former President of the United States shall be entitled 
to receive a pension at the rate of $10,000 per annum, payable monthly by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, if such widow shall waive the right to any annuity 
or pension under any other Act of Congress. 

(f) As used in this section, the term “former President” means an individual 
who shall have held the office of President of the United States, and whose 
service in such office shall have been terminated other than by removal pursuant 
to section 4, article II, of the Constitution. 

Passed the Senate February 4, 1957. 

Attest : 

FELTON M. JoHNSTON, Secretary. 


The Cuatrman. This morning we are glad to welcome our dis- 
tinguished majority leader here and we will be pleased to hear from 


Mr. McCormack. 
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STATEMENT OF HON. JOHN W. McCORMACK, A REPRESENTATIVE 
IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS 


Mr. McCormack, Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, it is always a pleasure 
for me to appear before the Committee on Post Office and Civil Service. 
I want to congratulate the chairman and the members of the com- 
mittee for the beauty and efficiency of this committee room. I think 
it is most unusual and remarkable, and the way the committee room 
is set out shows unusual originality. I was very much impressed 
when J came in to note the physical setup of the committee room. 
T remember it is a marked change from the last time I appeared before 
the committee. 

The chairman said that a bill has passed the Senate and the com- 
panion bill that is introduced is the same bill, so I respectfully request 
and urge that the consideration of the Senate bill be taken up in the 
committee, as that from a legislative angle, would expedite the 
situation. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill in substance provides : 

(1) Each former President is entitled to receive as long as he 
lives a monetary allowance of $25,000 per annum 5 

(2) The General Services Administrator shall provide him 
a staff of an administrative assistant, a secretary, and other 
clerical assistants, and each former President shall fix basic 
rates of compensation for such persons which in the aggregate 
shall not exceed the aggregate amount provided by law for a 
Senator from the least populous State of the Union; 

(3) The General Services Administrator shall furnish space 
as provided in the bill; 

(4) It provides for mailing privileges ; 

(5) It provides that the widow of a former President shall be 
entitled to a pension of $10,000 per annum. 

In connection with this as evidence to the members of the com- 
mittee and by way of comparison, I want to call attention to the situa- 
tion that exists under law in relation to five-star generals or their 
equivalents in the other branches. Mark you, these distinguished 
officers of both of our armed services have at some time or another been 
nominated by a President of the United States by act of Congress 
in relation to five-star generals or their equivalents in the other 
branches, carrying with it the full title in the Army as General of 
the Army, and the reason for this is that General Pershing had 
the title of General of the Armies and Congress wanted to leave that 
to him alone, as well as five-star admirals are called admiral of the fleet. 

These men never retire. By law they are never put on a retired list. 
They can be given assignments and they receive full salary during 
lifetime until their death. My recollection of their salary is $25,000 
a year. 

The congressional intent was that officers of this type should be in 
a sense elder military statesmen and being on a high-salary level their 
judgment and opinion would also be available and solicited, so con- 
sequently they were to have a personal office staff to enable them 
to study and keep informed, as well as other emoluments, and having 
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in mind the maximum allowed it is up to the individual officer as to 
the number of aides» he shall have. Some have a larger staff than 
others. That is a matter for the individual to decide and, while T have 
information here, it is unnecessary to put same into the record because 
everyone of them have exercised their rights under the law as in- 
tended by the Congress. 

The 5-star generals or their equivalents in other branches are as 
follows: Generals Marshall, MacArthur, and Bradley, and Admirals 
Halsey and Nimitz. These men are on active duty and are entitled to 
8 aides—a colonel, a major, and 5 enlisted men. Not all of them keep 
a staff that large. As I said, the salary as I recollect during lifetime 
is $25,000 a year, or, in any event, it is in that vicinity. 

They receive all the benefits a Regular officer receives, such as hos- 
pitalization, and I refer to that. by way of comparison to show that 
these distinguished. officers, who were nominated for rank of the 
General of the Army or Admiral of the Fleet, receive the recognition 
by the Congress and by our people, and I think they richly deserve it. 

In relation to President Eisenhower, the information I have from 
the Library of Congress is that when the President entered the po- 
litical race and was a candidate he requested he be placed on retired 
status without pay. On July 12, 1952, he actually tendered his resig- 
nation from the Army, which resignation was accepted, thereby cutting 
himself off from any military pension after he leaves the Presidency. 
Only an act of Congress could restore the 5-star rank, for example, to 
President Eisenhower. Ofcourse, President Eisenhower would benefit 
under this bill and it is discretionary with anyone who benefits as to 
whether or not they will exercise the privileges of it. 

There are many reasons, I respectfully submit, why this bill should 
be enacted into law. Legislation of this type has been discussed for 
many years. This is not anything new so far as the Congress is con- 
cerned. Among some of the reasons I respectfully submit to the 
members of the committee are : 

(1) The Office of the President is the greatest office in the 
world; 

(2) Its duties are the most trying and exacting in the world; 

(3) A former President. is considered a dedicated statesman, 
available, if desired, for service to our country ; 

(4) Once a President; always a President ; 

(5) Such legislation, as the Senate report states, and I quote, 
“is not only a matter of equity, it is a matter of good business 
for the American people” ; 

(6) The interest of the American people in the President does 
not cease when his term of office has ended ; 

(7) His responsibility does not end when his term of office has 
ended ; 

(8) The public demands, speeches, conferences, advice, cor- 
respondence, and otherwise, after his service of President is over 
continues ; 

(9) A former President is not expected to engage in any busi- 
ness or occupation which would demean the office he once held; 

(10) That one term as President of the United States, never 
mind two terms, is a lifetime of responsibility and strain, even 
in a more normal and peaceful world than we have today ; 
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(11) The impact of history in the making under our form of 
government is the President’s sole responsibility as far as foreign 
affairs is concerned, and it must be a tremendous responsibility, 
some of the decisions a President of our country has to make, 
particularly in a period of world histery that we are now under- 

oing. 

I cei give a slight illustration of an experience I had myself when 
the day after Pearl Harbor I arose on the floor of the House and of- 
fered the resolution declaring war. The impact on my mind of 
history was terrific. I felt it as a human being, visualizing the im- 
pact. I could not see where youtig men were going, but I knew they 
were going. There were going to be deaths. There was going to 
be fighting. There were going to be young men and women wounded. 
That all ran through my mind, and the impact made upon me in 
that brief period will never leave my mind. The impact probably 
of generations of history was immediately made upon my mind. 

et the Chief Executive of our country is constantly faced with 
the making of responsible decisions, so numerous that it is unnecessary 
for me to mention them to any one of my colleagues who are members 
of this committee. 

What is some of the information we have and evidence as to the 
financial condition of Presidents of bygone generations after they 
left the office ? 

In view of the financial difficulties endured by many of the past 
Presidents of the United States after they have left office it is alto- 
gether fitting and proper, it seems to me, and in fact it is morally 
obligatory, that the Nation provide suitably in a material way for 
former Presidents and their wives during their lifetime. Despite the 
estimates of estates left by various Presidents the fact remains that 
many of them suffered financial embarrassment to such an extent that 
we can only blush in shame for the country that they had so richly 
served. 

Washington’s estate has been estimated at $530,000, but the fact 
remains that both he and Jefferson ended their days as land-poor 
country squires. The decline of Virginia plantations, a farm problem 
of itself today, was the chief cause, but regardless of the cause, that 
they should have suffered financial embarrassment is inexcusable. In 
desperation the first President tried to sell sections of Mount Vernon, 
and Jefferson, who finally mortgaged Monticello for all that he could 
get and was forced to sell other property as well as his private library, 
at one time even thought, of liquidating Monticello in a lottery. Fortu- 
nately public protest and private funds intervened. 

James Madison and James Monroe had similar experiences. Madi- 
son, who had viewed Jefferson’s bankruptcy with alarm, labored pain- 
fully with rheumatic hands and failing eyesight to reproduce his 
notes of the Constitutional Convention in order that he might leave his 
widow an adequate inheritance. Even so, Dolly Madison sold them 
to Congress for a fraction of their worth and spent her declining 
coe in the Nation’s Capital, as stated by those of her period, “in 
1onored, but genteel poverty, her food often supplied from the market 
basket of her neighbor, Daniel Webster.” 

89629572 
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James Monroe, even as his predecessors, suffered financial setbacks 
after his retirement from office. Losing his Virginia estate to credi- 
tors, he moved to New York after the death of his wife in 1830 to 
make his home with his daughter. There he spent his final days living 
on the charity of relatives. 

Andrew Jackson had his financial woes also and to such an extent 
that on one occasion he was led to write, “Poverty stares us in the 
face.” Need of funds for his beloved foster son, and not for the honor 
involved, occasioned him, though in ill health, to travel to New 
Orleans for the 25th anniversary of the famous battle. 

One has only to go back to President Grant for an example of a 
former President in really extreme need. Leaving the White House 
without an occupation he experienced a sequence of financial misad- 
ventures which left him penniless. While suffering from cancer of 
the throat he started writing his memoirs, which after great hardship 
he succeeded in finishing onlv a short time before he died. The sale 
of his memoirs netted his family $450,000. 

Widows of former Presidents have fared somewhat better. A few 
were given grants of the remaining years’ salary after the death or 
assassination of their husbands and others, beginning with Mary Todd 
Lincoln, were voted a $5,000-a-year pension by Congress. 

The disposition of former Presidents is a moral responsibility for 
the Nation. For example, Great Britain, in recognizing such respon- 
sibility to its leaders, provides pensions for its Prime Ministers even 
as we do for our retired generals and admirals. We should certainly 
do as well for our former Presidents. As one writer expresses it : 

Assurances of financial independence for our former Chief Executives is more 
than a matter of equity; it is good business for the American people. Our in- 
terest in Presidents does not cease when they leave office. They have obligations 
which continue. So have the American people. 

That concludes my statement. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much for your excellent and en- 
lightening statement, Mr. McCormack. This bill gives a monetary 
allowance of $25,000 to an ex-President. Do I understand that this 
allowance would not be exempt from income taxes? Is that correct? 

Mr. McCormack. That is my understanding. 

The Cuarrman. There is no provision exempting them from income 
tax, and they would have to pay the regular income tax on the $25,000. 

Mr. McCormack. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. The bill also provides that the former Presidents 
may have a staff equal to that of a Senator in the least populous State. 
Do you know how many staff members are provided for the Senator 
from the least populous State ¢ 

Mr. McCormack. I am sorry; while I respect the other body, my 
love is in the House. 

The Cuarrman, I thought for the information of the committee we 
should develop that and find out exactly what is their allowance for 
the total staff. 

Mr, Belen just handed this to me. It says the aggregate basic com- 
pensation of the staff of a Senator from the least populous State is 
$49,980. That is the basic compensation. 

Mr. Rees. What is the total? 
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Mr. Beten. This would all depend on how many employees you put 
on, There is no limit on the number of employees. 

The Cuatrman. There is no limitation as to the number of em- 
ployees? 

Mr. Beten. No, sir. 

Mr. McCormack. There is a monetary limitation. 

Mr. Jonansen. I think the monetary limit runs about $70,000 ac- 
cording to the information I have from the other body. 

The CuarrmMan. One employee may receive a basic compensation 
of $8,460. That is the maximum allowance for any one employee. 
Administrative assistants may receive gross pay equal to the highest 
grade of the Classification Act, which is $16,000. Therefore, this bill 
does not have any limit as to the number of the members of the staff 
of an ex-President; does it? 

Mr. McCormack. I think there is a monetary limitation. 

The Cuarrman. The individual number. 

Mr. McCormack. Of course there is a limit within that the same as 
we have our limitations. 

The Cuarrman. The bill provides: 

Each former President shall fix basic rates of compensation for persons em- 
ployed for him under this paragraph which in the aggregate shall not exceed 
the aggregate amount provided by law for the basic compensation of the adminis- 
trative assistant, secretary, and other secretarial and clerical assistants author- 
ized for a Senator from the least populous State of the Union; and the persons 
so employed shall also receive additional compensation at the rates provided 
by law for employees in the offices of Senators. 

As I understand it, the former Presidents do not have any franking 
privileges, is that correct ? 

Mr. McCormack. No; they do not. 

The Cuarrman. I believe the widows do have the franking privi- 
leges; do they not? 

Mr. McCormack. I think that is correct. 

Mr. Corserr. Yes, 

Mr. McCormack. Mr. Murphy, who was personal counsel for Presi- 
dent Truman during the period he was President, informs me that 
widows do have the franking privileges. 

The CuairmMan. That is correct, yes, sir; they have the franking 
privileges. 

Mr. McCormack. However, the former Presidents do not. 

The Cuarrman. They are provided a monetary allowance of $5,000 
if they see fit to accept it; are they not? The widows of former Presi- 
dents fre given $5,000, as I understand it, by acts of Congress; isn’t 
that correct ¢ 

Mr. McCormack. I am not sure whether it was a general act or 
whether we did so in specific cases. 

The Cuarrman. I believe we did it in specific cases. 

Mr. McCormack. My impression is—and I say this with reserva- 
tion—that we confined it to specific cases. I do not think that any 
general organic law was passed. 

The Cuarirman, I iat that is true, and this bill provides a pension 
of $10,000 for the widows of former Presidents. Of course a former 
President does not have to accept the monetary allowance. I under- 
stand from newspapers over the last year or so that ex-President 








8 RETIREMENT TO FORMER PRESIDENTS 


Hoover says he does not want it and Mrs. Roosevelt says she doesn’t 
want the $10,000 allowance as a widow. 

Mr. McCormack. It is a discretionary matter. My understanding 
is the same as what the chairman has stated. 

The CHarrman. Are there any questions? 

Mr. Davis. No questions. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Rees. 

Mr. Rees. No questions. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Lesinski? 

Mr. Lestnsx1. First of all, Mr. McCormack, I am honored to have 
you before the committee, and there are a few questions I would like 
to ask the gentleman, if it is proper. 

On page 2, section (c), it swys in a sense that he may have an office 
provided wherever he desires. President Hoover has served on the 
Hoover Commission and other commissions in this country and has 
served this country well. Would it not be appropriate for the lan- 
guage to state that an office shall be provided in the Capitol of the 
United States, or words to that effect, in Washington, D. C., and any 
other place he muy desire? 

Mr. McCormack. I might suggest, Congressman, that I hope the 
language will be left the way it is because it says: 

The Administrator of General Services shall furnish for each former President 
suitable office space appropriately furnished and equipped, as determined by the 
Administrator, located in a Federal building at such place within the United 
States as the former President shall specify. 

Of course “Federal building” is very broad. I should think that he 
has very wide discretion there and if this should become law of course 
we know in practical operation there would be no difficulties from that 
angle at all. I would imagine that President Truman if he were to 
take advantage of that part of the bill would probably want to have 
office space out in Independence or in close proximity to his home. I 
would assume under this if they wanted it and there was office space 
available in Washington—I do not mean the Capitol Building itself, 
but in Washington—the Administrator would have the authority and 
power under this language to designate such space. However, I do 
not think there would be any difficulty on that. 

Mr. Lxestnsx1. I have one more question. There is quite a move 
amongst women of the United States to have a female President of the 
United States. Would it be appropriate on line 25 on page 2 to say 
“the widow or the widower ?” 

Mr. McCormack. I think you raise a most interesting question, but 
that can be very easily taken care of after it happens. 

Mr. Lestnsx1. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cnamman. Are there any other questions? 

Mr. Rees. Just one observation. The committee is honored by hav- 
ing before it this morning as a witness on behalf of this legislation the 
distinguished majority floor leader of the House. 

Mr. McCormack. Thank you very much, Mr. Rees. I appreciate it. 

‘The Cnatrman. Mr. Gross. 

Mr. Gross. Mr. McCormack, what ex-President is in need at the 
present time? I appreciate your review of history, but I think we 
ought to get down to the present ex-Presidents. 

Mr. McCormack. I do not think the legislation is predicated upon 
the theory of need. I think it is predicated upon the basis of equity 
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and the consideration a former President is entitled to and from the 
angle of good business or judgment to provide legislation of this type. 
However, I assume you did not use the word “need” in the sense of the 
ordinary way it is used, but meant a President whose financial situa- 
tion is such that the passage of the bill might prompt him to exercise 
his privilege under the law. I do not know of anyone, although I 
think it is well known that former President Truman is not a man of 
= great wealth. 
{r. Gross. He is not suffering, is he, financially ? 

Mr. McCormack. You use the word “suffering.” I do not think 
that has any relevancy to the basic considerations of the bill. I do 
not think the question of suffering or need does, I think in view of 
what contributions these men have made, their availability, and having 
in mind the whole picture, that this is advisable legislation to have 
upon the statute books. I think the American people thoroughly 
support it. I do not think the basis we proceed upon should be need 
or suffering. 

Mr. Gross. The President of the United States presently draws a 
salary of $100,000 a year; is that not correct? 

Mr. McCormack. That is correct. 

Mr. Gross. If we are doing this thing out of the greatness of our 
hearts, if it is just a question of giving them something, $25,000 a year, 
perhaps it ought to be increased to, say, $50,000 a year. 

Mr. McCormack. I do not think we are doing it out of the great- 
ness of our hearts. I do not agree with my friend on that premise of 
giving something, no more than you give something to full admirals 
or full generals. 

Mr. Gross. What do you call it then ? 

Mr. McCormack. I certainly think the strain on a man who has 
been President of the United States is certainly as much as on any ohe 
of those distinguished gentlemen. It may not be for as long a period, 
but the impact certainly is much greater. 

Mr. Gross. I still do not understand why there is any bill here at 
all. Where is the demand for it? What is the purpose of the bill? 
Simply as an honorarium? For what purpose if not on the basis of 
need ? 

Mr. McCormack. I think I presented a very clear case in my 
original presentation as to the justification for this bill: An act of 
equity; it is good business. 

Mr. Gross. In what way is it good business ? 

Mr. McCormack. Certainly it is good business for the United States 
of America to recognize the services of a President. 

Mr. Gross. Don’t we recognize the services of a President when he 
is in office? 

Mr. McCormack. However, not from a monetary angle after his 
retirement. A former President does not even have the mailing 
privilege. 

Mr. Gross. I am afraid I cannot agree with you. 

Mr. McCormack. Of course, with all due respect to my friend 
and respecting his views, I did not think you would agree with 
me. 

Mr. Gross. You propose to give former Presidents offices in Federal 
buildings. Let us take the case of former President Truman. Is there 
a Federal building in Independence? 
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Mr. McCormack. I am unable to answer that, but there are Federal 
buildings close by. 

The CuatrMan. There are a number in Kansas City, are there not, 
Mr. McCormack ? 

Mr. McCormack. Certainly there are. 

Mr. Gross. The point I wanted to make was, will the taxpayers be 

called upon to provide a Federal building to provide an office for a 
former President if there is not one available? 

Mr. McCormack. Of course, the gentleman knows that is not so. 

Mr. Ceperserc. Will the gentleman yield right there ? 

Mr. Gross. Would a former President be given priority on office 
space ? 

Mr. McCormack. I assume that that is a matter which will be 
arrived at after consultation. I do not know anyone that would have 
a more understanding mind than a former President of the United 
States and recognize the difficulties if any existed, just the same as you 
and I as Members of C ‘ongress when we get space in the Federal build- 
ing in our district or in our city; we have very understanding minds 
toward the difficulties of the General Services Administrator. 

Mr. Gross. I have such an understanding mind that I do not get 
space in a Federal building in my hometown because there is no space 
available. 

Mr. Crperserc. Will the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. Gross. Yes; I will be glad to. 

Mr. Crperserc. I understand that they are going to turn over the 
Truman Memorial Library to GSA; is that correct ! 

Mr. McCormack. That has been accepted, I understand. I think 
a letter came up from the General Services Administrator on March 
1 to the Speaker and to the President of the Senate indicating agree- 
ments have been made under organic law for the transfer of the library. 

Mr. Creperserc. Under this act then that would become a Federal 
building in which President Truman could be provided offices by the 
Federal Government; is that correct ? 

Mr. McCormack. I could not challenge that statement. Whether 
that would or not I would not want to state definitely, but giving a 
curbstone opinion I would think that it would be; yes. However, I 
would not want to definitely state it, because there is a different char- 
acteristic. A library under those circumstances might occupy a differ- 
ent position from a straight Federal building, but I would think it 
would be. 

Mr. Cepersere. I just wanted the gentleman’s opinion. 

Mr. McCormack. That is my opinion; yes. 

Mr. Gross. So on the face of this, Mr. McCormack, we would be 
spending around $75,000 a year, plus the office space, and so on and so 
forth ? 

Mr. McCormack. If exercised, yes; yes, certainly. 

Mr. Gross. This is not a $25,000 a year pension for Presidents by 
any manner or means, and I am dealing now with former Presidents 
only, not with widows, but with former Presidents only. This legis- 
lation would set off a chain of expense that could reach more than 
$75,000 a year; well above that. 

Mr. McCormack. If this became law and one exercised the full 
privileges under it the answer is “Yes,” including the office space and 
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the clerical hire. I am sure my friend would not deny to a former 
President what we give to a general of the Army, would he? 

Mr. Gross. I happen to think that Congress went too far with 
generals of the Army in their retirement pay, just as it did with 
Federal judges. Has the gentleman given any thought to a President 
contributing to a fund for his own retirement, as Members of Congress 
do? 

Mr. McCormack. I would think this type of legislation in the case 
of a former President would be the better approach. 

Mr. Gross. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Corserr. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Corbett. 

Mr. Corserr. I wonder if the gentleman would have any objection 
or might look with favor upon the possibility of our firming up the 
matter of clerk hire instead of leaving it on the indefinite basis. I 
mean we could very well set forth there exactly what clerical hire 
would be available, because you have a shifting situation now. We 
cannot tell what the Senate might do over there with that situation. 
We could outline so much money or so many people and put it in there. 

Mr. McCormack. I think there is considerable merit to my friend’s 
suggestion. I would have no objection to that. 

Mr. Ropeson. Mr. Chairman. 

The CrHarman. Mr. Robeson. 

Mr. McCormack. I see the point. Have I answered your question 
frankly ? 

Mr. Corsetrr. You have; very well. 

Mr. Roseson. I am not finding objection, but mention has been 
made of admirals and generals and their retirement. As I understand 
it, they remain employed subject to orders with obligation to render 
required service. I mean that is their relationship. 

Mr. McCormack. Yes. A general of the Army or an admiral of 
the Navy 

Mr. Roseson. Remains employed by the Government. 

Mr. McCormack. They are subject to call, although in practical 
operation we know that they probably are very seldom. The gentle- 
man is correct that they are still in active service, but the Congress 
has made a special exception in their case. 

Mr. Roseson. I am not begging that question. The President is a 
retired Commander in Chief from the Armed Forces, but we are not 
approaching it from the angle of retiring the Commander in Chief. 
That is not the intent; is it? We are not retiring a Commander in 
Chief on a comparable type of retirement; are we? It does not look 
to me that it is quite comparable in that respect. 

Mr. McCormack. Of course the position of Commander in Chief 
arises as a result of one being elected President of the United States 
and the powers are separate. Yet they are somewhat indivisible. 
One is linked with the other. His power as Commander in Chief 
is by reason of being the President of the United States. I would 
think that a former President is still subject to call by our Goyern- 
ment in ease of any crisis or any mission. A former President is 
always subject to duty,inasense. The office of President, in my opin- 
ion, never ceases, just the same as once a Speaker, in my opinion, 
always a Speaker. I always address Joe Martin as Speaker Martin. 
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Once Speaker of the House of Representatives, in my opinion, always 
a Speaker, whether his party is in or out of office. 

r. Rozgson. I think that is general. I noticed the elevator boy 
asks the Speaker which way he wants to go, and starts up if he wants to 
go up, though you were going down, and leony, on the elevator. I 
have not objected to that either, but it seems to be a universal accep- 
tance. We just happen to have a man who was a general as President. 
You say he retired and he hasn’t any general status. I wasn’t begging 
that point. I was more concerned with this franking privilege. 

I understand the franking privilege that we have as Members of 
Congress is confined to official mail. I know I buy rolls and rolls of 
stamps that are put on other mail because the mail is not official. I 
know this is rather broad. 

It says, “All mail sent by him under his written autograph signa- 
ture.” I just suggest maybe that would require looking at. 

Mr. McCormacx. I do not think there would be much objection to 
that. I see your point, but that language means on official business, 
where he has communications from people. He has to use his official 
signature the same as we do. When we havea personal communication 
we put a stamp on it. I construe this to be the same as the privileges 
that you and I and Members of the other branch enjoy in the use of 
official stationery. 

Mr. Rogrson. We referred to memoirs that have been written by for- 
mer Presidents and the like. I could see that it might appear proper to 
some person to mail out the books. 

Mr. McCormack. I could not conceive of any President using it for 
that and certainly in my opinion there would be no possible construc- 
tion of the bill that would permit that. 

My interpretation of that is, and I say it for the record, that on 
matters that come to him, communications and other matters, by reason 
of him having been former President, such as numerous inquiries, his 
views on public questions, would come within the purview of this, 
something about what happened while he was President, which would 
be in the nature of official communications, 

Mr. Roserson. I agree with you, but then I have found out that what 
I have thought for years were definitions turned out not to be in the 
Constitution. I just wanted to raise that point, Mr. Chairman, 

Mr. McCormack. In this case you are dealing with only 2 or 3 at 
the most. 

Mr. Corserr. Will the gentleman yield there? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Corbett. 

Mr. Corsetr. I wanted to point out just for emphasis that even we 
as Members of Congress when we retire have the franking privilege 
for 6 months for the purpose of wrapping up things, and I think in 
this instance a very slight modification of the language could very 
politely prevent even the possibility of any misuse. 

Mr. McCormack. I have no objection, because I think we all have 
a meeting of the minds, if the committee feels that it should be clinched 
down, so to speak. You understand my view, and I think my friend 
from Virginia and I are in complete agreement. The question in his 
thoughts is on the broadness of the language. If you want to clinch 
it down I have no objection. 

Mr. Roprson. I just raise the point that maybe we might consider 
that. 
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Mr. McCormack. Surely. 

Mr. Jouansen. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Johansen. 

Mr. Jowansen. I have 2 to 3 questions. I am very happy to have 
the distinguished majority leader here. I am sure he knows I have 
the highest respect for the office of President. 

Mr. McCormack. I agree with the gentleman. I might say I can- 
not conceive of anyone who is an American that would not have the 
highest regard for the office of the President and the deepest respect 
for whoever might occupy it. 

Mr. JoHansen. Before the first question I would like to read just 
a very brief quotation. A very distinguished American was inter- 
viewed the other day and was asked this question: “Do you write a 
lot of letters?” 

The answer: 

No, sir; I don’t write letters, and I feel bad about it because I get so many 
from good friends and all kinds of people. Many children write me and want 
my autograph and photograph and it annoys me to get so much mail because I 
ean’t attend to it all. 

Mr. McCormack. Jack Garner. 

Mr. JoHANsEN. The former Vice President of the United States, 
Jack Garner. 

Mr. McCormack. I read his article with great interest. 

Mr. JoHANsEN. I am curious to know just what we are starting with 
this proposal. Are we going to presently come up with a proposal 
for a staff for former Vice Presidents or for former Cabinet officers? 

Mr. McCormack. No, no. 

Mr. Jonansen. I think, while the offices may not be comparable, 
there certainly would be the same logic and then you would have the 
precedent of the President. 

Mr. McCormack. I can answer that question as far as I am con- 
cerned, no. 

Mr. JoHANSEN. Of course I believe the gentleman entirely so far as 
he is concerned. I am not sure what some subsequent Congress may 
construe as a result of this precedent. 

Mr. McCormack. That is something I cannot answer, but I would 
say that I would doubt that it would extend itself. 

Mr. JoHANSEN. I would like to preface the second question by say- 
ing that one of the things that I have always admired about Harry 
Truman is the fact that he never made any apologies for being a 
politician. I have always admired him for that, so that I am not 
speaking disrespectfully of politicians or of Mr. Truman having pro- 
fessed to being a politician. I think it is an honorable profession 

Mr. McCormack. I agree with you 

Mr. JoHANSEN. Or 1 would not be in it. Iam wondering how much 
of the burden of mail of former Presidents is due to continued political 
activity after they leave office, and I have in mind in speaking of that 
the fact that one former President engaged in complete political 
activity for 4 years after he left office to the point that = got himself 
elected again. I refer of course to Grover Cleveland. How much 
of the burden of mail and the office demands that we hear about are 
the result of the fact that inevitably both a President and a former 
President is a politician. 

89629—57——3 
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Mr. McCormack. I cannot answer that. Of course we cannot 
separate ourselves. After I retire from here I do not know how much 
mail I will get in connection with my former service or what mail I 
might send out which might be in connection with trying to convince 
the people of the country who have erred to still see light and that 
the Democratic Party is the way of light. I don’t know. 

Mr. JoHansen. Knowing the distinguished gentleman, and I ad- 
mire him for it, I am sure he will be writing a great deal on that score. 

Mr. McCormack. However, there will be stamps on this mail in or 
out of office. 

Mr. Jonansen. I am sure there will be stamps on the distinguished 
majority leader’s mail. 

Mr. Crepersere. Will these be 3-cent or 4-cent stamps ? 

Mr. McCormack. Very good. I notice you say 3 or 4. You don’t 
say 5. 

Mr. Corserr. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Jouansen, If I can yield without losing the floor. 

Mr, Corsert. Yes, sir. I just want to observe if the gentleman has 
some worries in that connection that since this ex-President will be 
receiving and distributing Federal funds we could make the Hatch 
Act applicable. 

Mr. JoHansen. I thank the gentleman. Now I would like to make 
one observation and lead up to a question. I always disagree with 
the gentleman on nonpolitical matters with the greatest reluctance 
because I admire him so, but I was brought up on a farm and went to 
a country school and had a strange kind of teaching. 

Mr. McCormack. Which gentleman do you disagree with on non- 
political matters ? 

Mr. JoHansen. I am disagreeing with the distinguished majority 
leader on nonpolitical matters at the present. 

Mr. McCormack. I thought you meant Harry Truman. Why not 
political ? 

Mr. JoHANSEN. I expect to disagree with him on political matters, 

Mr. McCormack. I mean on nonpolitical matters we ought to be 
able to get together. 

Mr. JoHansEN. I am not so sure on this one. I was brought up 
with the belief that one of the great traditions of the American form 
of government and of the Presidents was that when a man left that 
office he did not continue as President. I know the point the gentle- 
man is making, but I was taught that a President went back to the 
ranks of the private citizen and, like Cincinnatus, went back to his 
plow; and I recall that in the Constitutional Convention the argument 
was made that we ought to make the office a life term because no man 
that held that power would ever willingly give it up, and Benjamin 
Franklin said: 

The gentleman misunderstands the whole spirit of our system because the 
man who has been President while he is President is the servant ; when he retires 
he joins the rank of the masters again. 

I somehow always thought that the President of the United States 
wasn’t going to have a sort of a House of Lords status or a perpetual 
status of office or quasi office, but that he joined the ranks of the master 
again, without pay. 

Mr. McCormack. There is nothing in this bill that is inconsistent 
with what you say. 
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Mr. Jouansen. I am reverting to the gentleman’s reference that 
once a President, always a President. 

Mr. McCormack. I am glad you brought it up. That is the rever- 
ence I have and I express that from the angle of respect and reverence. 
I have a reverence. It really amounts to a reverence for the office of 
the President of the United States. I can disagree with whomever 
is President, but nobody in the world can impugn his motives with 
me. I could never, but whatever he does, whatever policy he estab- 
lishes, whatever he does, as I have said, he is motivated by what he 
considers to be for the best interests of our country. I can disagree 
with him as to his policy, but I would never impugn his motives and 
if anyone did I would resent it. 

Mr. JoHansen. Of course no one’s motives are being impugned. 

Mr. McCormack. No; of course not. Iam simply trying to convey 
to you what I meant by once a President, always a President. I 
think in the minds of the people there is a lot to that. It is a spirit. 

Mr. JoHAnseEN. I have just one final observation and question. 

We have heard a great deal in the last few days about economy. I 
am hearing it all the time from the people back home. I am wonder- 
ing if there is not a growing feeling on the part of the people of the 
United States who are burdened down with taxes that somehow down 
here those of us in the Government are pretty well taking care of 
those of us who are in the Government or who have been, and I am 
wondering if this is not going to be one more symbol to the American 
people of the fact that we seem to have a prior concern for those who 
temporarily hold political office. 

Mr. McCormack. I cannot agree with that in connection with this 
bill. Even in connection with ourselves, for years I advocated an 
increase of salary, $25,000, long before increases took place. I think 
the average person, whether in your district or my district, has a lot 
of good commonsense. I have great respect for the commonsense and 
the backbone of the average person in America, and I think that the 
want their public officials to be able to function effectively and effi- 
ciently. I think in connection with that they recognize that the ques- 
tion of compensation and other economic factors enter into our lives 
the same as it enters into their lives, and I think the overwhelming 
opinion of American people would support legislation of this type. 

Mr. Jowansen. Am I correct in the understanding that the bill 
which the other body passed 2 years ago called for a $22,500 pension 
and this year it is $25,000? 

Mr. McCormack. I am informed by Mr. Murphy that that is cor- 
rect ; yes. 

Mr. JoHanseN. Thank you. 

The Cuamrman. Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. Cunninecuam. Mr. McCormack, has this matter ever been 
discussed to your knowledge by the respective national committees, 
for example, as to whether or not out of their private funds such a 
pension could be made? 

Mr. McCormack. You mean on the national committees? 

Mr. CunniInGHAM. Yes. 

Mr. McCormack. I do not quite get you. 

Mr. CunnincHam. On the theory that the President is elected by 
the people through the national committee, and when. he leaves the 
Government he is a private citizen again. Has there ever been any 
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thought of the obligation on the part of the national committee to 
provide some of these services ? 

Mr. McCormack. You mean party responsibility through the na- 
tional committee ? 

Mr. CuNNINGHAM. Yes. 

Mr. McCormack. I have never heard it discussed, Mr. Cunningham. 
If you want me, I will give my comment on it; but, in answer to your 
question, I have never heard that discussed. 

Mr. CunntncHam. There is quite a great deal of talk about saving 
as much money as we can, and I thought that that objection might be 
overcome if it were taken out of private funds. 

Mr. McCormack. I spoke to Mr. Johansen on that. I understand 
that, but I mean on this particular you asked me about a former 
President being provided a pension through the political parties 
speaking or expressing themselves through the national committee. 
I have never even heard that remotely discussed. 

Mr. Jouansen. I wonder if the gentleman’s question would be 
more pertinent if it related to the providing of an office staff? 

Mr. McCormack. I think there are very few who would want to 
have a former President receive a pension on retirement, call it what 
you want, through any political committee. 

Mr. Cunnineuam. I am thinking that we all want economy 
and there might be a good deal of resentment by people if the 
Government did this. If they have this need, someone ought to do it, 
and I was thinking of having it done through private funds. 

Mr. McCormack. I do not think that the question would be raised 
against this at this particular time where there is quite a prominent 
interest in it and a good workup would express itself in relation to this 
bill. That is my opinion. 

Mr. Creperserc. Will the gentleman yield again? 

Mr. Cunntneuam. [am through. 

Mr. CeperBerG. Would you yield? 

Mr. CunntneHam. Yes. 

Mr. Ceperserc. One thing that concerns me about this is the fact 
that we might get into some building expense—I might be entirely 
wrong—for the simple reason that under section (c) it says: 

The Administrator of General Services shall furnish for each former President 
suitable office space app.opriately furnished and equipped, as determined by the 
Administrator, located in a Federal building at such place within the United 
States as the former President shall specify. 

There is a memorial for President Eisenhower, I believe, at Abilene, 
Kans. That will probably be taken over by GSA in time just as the 
Truman Memorial. 

Mr. McCormack. By the way, I am the author of that bill, too. 

Mr. Creprerserc. This applies regardless of political lines and that 
is why I put Abilene, Kans., ahead of Independence, Mo., where I 
believe it should be, but that is a difference of opinion. We have the 
Truman Library at Independence, Mo., and we have the Abilene me- 
morial in Abilene, Kans. Now, President Eisenhower decides that 
he would like to have his office at Abilene and President Truman in 
the memorial library at Independence. Both of these buildings could 
come through political friends, say, $100 dinners and so forth, which 
isonly natural. If they are taken over by GSA, can the former Presi- 
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dent say, “I would like to have some space here and there is no space 
available,” so we build a wing at a cost of $100,000 for the office ¢ 

Mr. McCormack. No; I would definitely state for the record that 
this legislation would not contemplate anything like that and I think 
that it would be a violation of the intent. I would say definitely and 
my answer for the record would be under no consideration could that 
be possible. 

Mr. Crperrere. I just bring that up so we have legislative intent if 
it.ever comes to the floor. I think we ought to have some legislative 
intent put into the record so it can be determined. 

Mr. McCormack. The gentleman is correct in that respect. That 
is why I answered the question with directness. 4 

Mr. Gross. Will the gentleman yield? Suppose President Bisen- 
hower decides to retire at Gettysburg? Is there a Federal building 
available at Gettysburg. 

Mr. Corserr. Yes; there is. 

Mr. Gross. Would it be suitable as to office space? 

Mr. McCormack. I am sure that there must be some in reasonable 
proximity to it, Congressman Gross. From that angle I do not expect 
any difficulty. 

Mr. Cretetta. Mr. McCormack, I am rather amazed at the speed 
with which this legislation came up. This bill was introduced, accord- 
ing to the Senate version here, on February 5, the same day that the 
one in the House was introduced. It has already been passed by the 
Senate. It is before us on March 14, and L roel like very much to 
get legislation that I have introduced brought to the attention of a 
committee with such speed. 

Mr. McCormack. Might I call attention to the fact that this same 
bill with the $22,500 was passed by the Senate last year. It was be- 
fore a subcommittee of this committee in the last Congress, so there 
is no speed involved that I see, and I can assure the gentleman that 
the chairman was very kind in assigning the bill for hearing. I did 
not press him. I simply met him and said, “Tom, I would like to 
have a hearing sometime on the bill.” Is that correet, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuamman. That is correct. 

Mr. McCormack. I was pleased when I got notice. Here it is. 
As a matter of fact, it was a notice about the committee approving 
legislation to provide for an orderly discontinuance of the Postal 
Savings System, and I did not look down to No. 3 in the communi- 
cation until 2 days later to see that there was also a message to me 
that the bill was assigned for hearing, so that it was 2 days later when 
I caught up with that. 

I have asked the chairmen of all committees to let me know when 
bills are reported out of committee. I have requested that of all chair- 
men so that I would be kept constantly advised in making the pro- 
gram. There has to be close contact and the chairmen of all com- 
mittees cooperate, and I wrote a letter. If you want me to try and 
help you get a hearing on your bill I will be very glad. 

Mr. Crere.ia. If I can depend on that I will be very happy to try. 

Mr. McCormack. Perhaps I ought to look over the bill first. 

Mr. Crereiia, At any rate, I want noted in the record the speed 
with which this bill came before this committee, and as far as the 
action of the subcommittee last year, I happened to be a member of 
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that subcommittee and it was never reported out of the subcommittee. 
1 am a little bit, not fearful, but I wonder why this course was taken 
at this time. However, that is neither here nor there. 

Mr. JowaNnseN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Crerevia. Yes. 

Mr. Jouansen. I trust, Mr. Chairman, this observation is not out 
of order, but speaking of speed, the thing went through in a matter 
of minutes in the other body with no record vote and only with the 
expressed opposition of three members of our distinguished majority 
leader’s party. 

Mr. Crerecia. You have stated, and so does the report of the other 
body, that this is a matter of good business for the American people 
and some one of my colleagues mentioned that. In what respect do 
you maintain that it is good business ¢ 

Mr. McCormack. I gave a number of reasons: The office of the 
President is the greatest office in the world; the duties must be the 
most trying and exacting in the world; the former President is con- 
cerned, a dedicated statesman available if desired for service to our 
country; once a President, always a President, which interpreted 
in response to questions asked by Mr. Johansen. 

Referring to the Senate report: 

The interest of the American people in the Presidency does not cease when his 
term of office has ended. 

His responsibility does not end, and so forth. I gave 11 reasons and 
there is a number of others that I could give. I think that all of them 
are pertinent to your question. 

Mr. Cretetia. Those are reasons for the justification of your posi- 
tion on the thing, but do you suppose that we could go back to the 
people and say, “We think this is good business and as a consequence 
we are saddling you, the taxpayers, now with an additional $109,000 or 
more,” and considerably more, “per year.” 

Mr. McCormack. Of course it will cost nowhere near that much in 
my opinion. 

Mr. Cretetita. Why won’t it! 

Mr. McCormack. The mere fact that there could be a maximum 
cost does not say that there will be. 

Mr. Creretta. You have $49,000 for clerical help. 

Mr. McCormack. It does not have to be used. 

Mr. Creretia. The mere fact that you write into the bill that. it 
does not have to be used certainly does not preclude it from being used, 
It has potential at least. 

Mr. McCormack. You are correct; it has potential. 

Mr. Creretxa. It has potential at $49,000 for clerical help. It has 
$25,000 a year and it has the establishment of an office to the satisfac- 
tion of the GSA, which would in all probability mean to the satisfac- 
tion of the recipient of this bill. 

Mr. McCormack. I would assume that they would very easily and 
quickly get together. I would not agree with the exact words you 
used, but I would not argue with you on the use of your words. 

Mr. Creretia. The other point I want to make is you did state, too— 
and this is your language—“the American people thoroughly support 
this bill.” My mail does not reflect anything like that, and I would 
like to know the basis on which you made the statement. 





RETIREMENT TO FORMER PRESIDENTS 19 


Mr. McCormack. I make the statement upon the same basis that 
you make the statement that your mail does not show it. Do you have 
mail on it? 

Mr. Creretta. When we had subcommittee hearings last year, I did. 

Mr. McCormack. I made the statement and I still make the state- 
ment. that in my opinion the great majority of the American people 
would support this bill. 

There are various ways to arrive at public opinion. Sometimes, 
when you don’t get mail, that’s the best way to gain public opinion. 
That is one of the ways that I gage public opinion. If people are 
against something, they will write you. If they are in favor of some- 
thing of a general nature of this kind, you very seldom hear from them. 
You might hear from somebody who wants a salary increase and such 
legislation. Now we are coming down to particular matters. When 
you get into legislation of this type, when you do not get any mail 
against it, it is a pretty good sign that the people pretty generally 
are in favor of it. I do not apologize to anyone for the mailing 
privilege I have. It is done in the service of the people. If a Mem- 
ber abuses it, that is his responsibility. 

Mr. Crere.ia. I am not talking about privileges. 

Mr. McCormack. If there is doubt in a letter to be sent out, they 
will send it out with a stamp. I know I do and I attribute the same 
high motives to every other Member. As to those of us in public 
life I think collectively there is no greater body and no finer group 
of people anywhere than in the Congress of the United States, their 
nobility of character, their honest desire, with our differences, to 
render honorable and trustworthy public service. I do not apologize 
to anyone. 

Mr. Crerecta. Mr. McCormack, you stated on the floor of the 
House the other day that you were as economy minded as the rest 
of us. 

Mr. McCormack. Did I use that language? 

Mr. Creretia. No. I think you inferred that. Let me put it that 
way. 

Mr. McCormack. As a matter of fact, we all agreed on the resolu- 
tion, because on your motion to recommit, by striking out the “where- 
as” clause it was pretty much the same as the Democratic resolution. 
You called on the President to let us know the results of the survey, 
so that is the same as what we wanted. 

Mr. Creretta. We won’t quarrel about that. We will talk about 
this $100,000 now. At any rate, how do you think we can reconcile 
going to the taxpayers and saying, “We are saddling you with another 
$100,000 a year in spite of all the letters that you are writing to us 
that we are spending too much money down here.” FAgi¢ 

Mr. McCormack. The very fact that I am appearing before you 
urging the bill ought to answer that question itself. I think the 
American people recognize the equity of legislation of this type 
without regard to whether an individual who is a former President 
exercises it. The American people favor legislation of this type. It 
should have been on the statute books generations ago. Whether it 
should have been $25,000 2 or 3 generations ago is another question, 
but the basic legislation, organic legislation, of this type should have 
been upon the statute books decades if not generations ago. I have 
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iven evidence about the plight of former Presidents. I do not know 
if anyone of the living former Presidents will exercise the monetary 
parts of it. They should exercise the franking privilege as contem- 
plated by Congress, but so far as the monetary part, the pension, I 
do not know whether anyone will. As far as I am concerned if this 
bill becomes law it might operate long after I am dead and gone in 
relation to some former President or the widow of some former Pres- 
ident. 

Mr. Hoover has expressed his view, as the chairman has said. I 
have read it in the papers. There is only one other so far as former 
Presidents are concerned. That is President Truman. I do not 
know whether he is going to exercise it or not, but that to me is out- 
side of the question. It is a basic consideration. We ought to do it. 

Mr. Gross. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Creretia. Yes. 

Mr. McCormack. As far as I am concerned it could be some future 
President. 

Mr. Gross. Is this an inducement to get somebody to run for the 
Presidency ¢ 

Mr. McCormack. If it could induce you to run, and I say that 
with profound respect 

Mr, Corzetrr. Will the gentleman yield ¢ 

The Carman. Mr. Cretella has the floor. 

Mr, Creretsa. I yield back the floor. 

Mr. Corsert. I just wanted to note to the gentleman that I am in 
sympathy with the greater portion of this bill and as far as answering 
constituents on this question, if my figuring is correct this would cost 
American people per capita six one-thousandths of a cent per year. 

The Carman. Mr. Holifield ? 

Mr. McCormack. Six one-thousandths of a cent per year ? 

Mr. Corserr. Yes. 

The CHairman. Mr. Holifield. 

Mr. Ho.irterp. First, I would like to compliment the majority 
leader for introducing this bill and express my appreciation that the 
chairman of the committee has brought it to our consideration as 
quickly as he has. I think some things might be well placed in the 
record at this point and I shall ask permission to put them in by 
reading from the code preparatory to asking some questions of the 
witness this morning. 

First, you have testified as to the five-star generals and admirals, 
Marshall, MacArthur, and Bradley, and Halsey and Nimitz, the latter 
two being admirals. Their retirement is, I believe, about $25,000 
a year and they are also furnished certain military aides and certain 
other prerogatives, transportation, hospitalization, and otherwise. 
This is done on a noncontributory basis on their part. 

Mr. McCormack. That is correct. 

Mr. Hourrretp. They do not contribute as do the Members of 
Congress. 

Reading in title 28 in Judicial Procedure from the code I find that 
the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court. receives $35,500 a year and 
each associate justice receives $35,000 a year. I read further that in 
the court of appeals the salaries of circuit judges are $25,500 a year. 
In the district courts the judges receive $22,500 a year. In the court 
of claims the judges receive $25,500 a year; in the court of customs 
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and patent appeals, $25,500; and the customs court, $22,500. I find 
that all of their salaries are noncontributory toward a pension fund. 
All of them are entitled to full salaries for life after retirement or 
upon disability before the retirement age, so we have recognized that 
in the public interest these considerations should be made and Con- 
gress has approved them. 

In commenting on the quarters-in Federal buildings, the Teague 
bill did provide that a Congressman could have quarters in a Federal 
building if they were available in his district and if not available 
he could spend a maximum of $75 per month for a field office for 
his congressional duties, and another $50 a month for necessary ex- 
penses of that office in the form of utilities and so forth. I have 
availed myself of this privilege because it just so happened at the 
time, while there were several Federal brtilebisiag in my district, the 
space was not available and I availed myself of the privilege of rent- 
ing a place in the center of my district for $75 a month. In consid- 
ering the amount of moneys called for in this bill, $25,000 to the 
President and possible $75 for additional salaries if it was utilized in 
full, I think we should also take into consideration the fact that at 
least. a third of that would be returned in the form of income tax, so 
that if the full utilization of the $25,000 base was used, and an esti- 
mated $70,000 total for clerical help attached to the $25,000 would 
be $95,000, bringing that down approximately a third would leave 
its actual cost to the Government of around $60,000 a year, if it was 
utilized, outside of the franking requirements. In speaking of the 
renin requirements I am sure the gentleman would intend that 
the franking requirements would not be used for personal or business 
reasons. 

Mr. McCormack. Absolutely not. 

Mr. Hotirretp. But would be used for public correspondence re- 
lating to letters which the President received as a result of his services 
as President of the United States, and of course the gentleman would 
have no objection to the report stating that it is the understanding 
of Congress that this franking privilege would be used for public 
correspondence pertaining to queries which related to his service as 
President. 

Mr. McCormack. I thoroughly agree with that and I think the 
suggestion of taking care of it in the report is a very sound one. I 
think you might take care of it in the report the other question that 
has been raised too. 

Mr. Houirtetp. That is what I was going to suggest next, that as 
far as the duty required by section (c) of the General Services Ad- 
ministrator ; that could be taken care of in the report to indicate that 
such spaces should be furnished on the basis of availability and not 
to require new construction costs. 

Mr. McCormack. Exactly. 

Mr. Howirretp. The gentleman testified on the basis that this would 
be a law passed by Congress not on the basis of poverty or need at 
this time and that it was not mandatory, but it was permissible, 

Mr. McCormack. Exactly. 

Mr, Ho irretp. And I assume that that would mean that if the 
former President wished to avail himself of a clerical staff commen- 
surate with his need for this public business, whether it be two people 








2? RETIREMENT TO FORMER PRESIDENTS 


or the maximum allowed, he could avail himself of that part of the 
legislation without accepting the $25,000 salary. 

Mr. McCormack. Just the same as the generals of the Army and 
the admirals of the Navy can do it, and some of them do. They have 
different problems and some avail themselves to a greater extent than 
others. 

Mr. Howtrrevp. Going back to all the judges’ salaries, of course 
there is also provision for their widows and that is not on a contribu- 
tory basis as I understand it. 

Mr. JOHANSEN. Would the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. Hourrretp. Yes; I will yield. 

Mr. Jowansen. Am I correct in the recollection that the so-called 
retired Federal judges are, as long as health permits, subject to call 
and frequently are called to active service ? 

Mr. Houirrerp. I think that is true. I would call to the attention 
of the gentleman that Mr. Hoover has been called back into the service 
of the Nation on many occasions. I happen to have served with Mr. 
Hoover on the Hoover Commission and I can testify to the fact that 
never have I served with a man who is more vigorous in the discharge 
of his duties and who put in more hours than Mr. Hoover did on the 
Hoover Commission, because I served right along with him and I know 
of his service. It is my further understanding that although Mr. 
Hoover was allowed a $50-a-day salary on the basis of that service, as 
were all other members of the Hoover Commission, who were not mem- 
bers of the House or Senate, he did not avail himself of that and I have 
also been informed that he did not avail himself of the collection of 
his salary during the time that he was President of the United States. 

I point out this as a matter of personal decision on his part, which 
I respect highly, but which might not be justified in the cases of other 
people who were not so well off financially as former President Hoover. 

Mr. JoHansen. May I comment on that to this extent: I agree with 
the remarks that the gentleman made about Mr. Hoover. I feel very 
strongly that for any former President who is called upon for a 
public service after his incumbency the rule certainly should apply 
that the laborer is worthy of his hire, and of course we have had notable 
examples of that in a former President who became Chief Justice, one 
who became a Member of Congress, one who became a United States 
Senator, and others who have served and have been properly 
remunerated. 

Mr. Houtrrevp. That is true, but I point out to the gentleman that 
the acceptance of retirement privileges by the generals and admirals 
have not always been followed by a call back to duty, although they 
were available for a call back to duty, and notwithstanding the fact 
that they were not called back to duty they yet received the different 
honorariums, including their full salaries for their lifetime period, so 
it becomes a matter of availability and not necessarily utilization of 
these people that we have taken care of. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that in the public interest there is a good 
case for the passage of this bill. I believe that any man who has 
served as the President of the United States would use this privilege 
in good faith. I would hesitate to impugn bad faith to any former 
President of the United States in the utilization of a privilege such 
as this, if this committee and the Congress decided that it was in the 
public interest to do this, and I look forward to the time when possibly 
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through bad investments or through misfortune, sickness of one kind 
or another, a President of the United States might need this, and if 
that time ever comes, as it has come in the past, I think this would 
be nothing more than due the dignity of the office of the President of 
the United States and certainly it is well within the economic capacity 
of the United States to treat their Presidents in this very modest 
fashion. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Dennison, do you have a question? 

Mr. Dennison. Mr. McCormack, I just wanted to inquire as to what 
part, if any, of this allowance that is to be paid to the ex-President 
is taxable for Federal income-tax purposes? 

Mr. McCormack. My understanding is that it is income the same 
as any other income. 

Mr. Dennison. In other words, none of it would be tax free? 

Mr. McCormack. No; certainly not. 

The CuatrMan. Are there any other questions ? 

Mr. Lestnsxi. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Lesinski. 

Mr. Lestnsxi. For the record, Mr. Chairman, in view of the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Connecticut, this bill was introduced 
February 5. Today is March 15. The chairman had introduced a 
bill on the Postal Savings. System on February 7 on which he had 
hearings February 28, so when you talk about speed of legislation 
and the demands of the Post Office Department, we have had hearings 
and the bill has already been disposed of. I just want the record 
to show that. 

Thank you very much. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Porter. 

Mr. Porter. I appreciate that the distinguished majority leader 
is with us this morning on this matter before us. I also want to say 
that I appreciate the remarks made by Mr. Holifield. I thought they 
were very much to the point. 

I have a question that maybe Mr. Jones could answer. It is some- 
thing which is in the bill beginning on line 19, the second page: 

The postal revenues shall be reimbursed each fiscal year out of the general 
funds of the Treasury in an amount equivalent to the postage which would 
otherwise be payable on such mail matter. 

That may be something I ought to know. Do they count the stamps 
on that or is that estimated ? 

The Cuarrman. That is estimated. That is required in all leg- 
islation. 

Mr. Porter. That isa standard clause? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Are there any other questions? 

If there are no further questions, we thank you very much, Mr. 
McCormack. 

Mr. McCormack. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, and thank 
you, gentlemen. 

The Cuarrman. We will next hear from Mr. A. R. Jones, Deputy 
Director of the Bureau of the Budget, who is accompanied by Mr. 
Roger Jones, Assistant Director for Legislative Reference. 

You may proceed, Mr. Jones. 

Mr. Rees. Just before you proceed I would like to say to the com- 
mittee that the distinguished witness about to testify comes from the 
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State of Kansas, and has a wonderful record in the line of the pro- 
fession he is following here in the Bureau of the Budget. I want 
to welcome him in particular because it is the first time I think he has 
appeared before this committee. 


STATEMENT OF A. R. JONES, DEPUTY DIRECTOR OF THE BUDGET; 
ACCOMPANIED BY ROGER JONES, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR FOR 
LEGISLATIVE REFERENCE 


Mr. A. R. Jonxs. Thank you, Mr. Rees, 

The Cuarrman. I will state I requested the Bureau of the Budget 
a aaa to “nl pear here this morning. 

r. A. R. Jones. That is right. 

I am a noncareer member of the Bureau of the Budget and it is a 
rivilege to appear here, in response to your request, to support this 
egislation, which would provide retirement pay for former Presidents 

of the United States as well as, and perhaps more important, make 
available to them administrative and office assistants, free mailing 
privileges, and appropriate office space. 

Next to the President’s personal staff the officers and senior staff 
members of the Bureau have frequent opportunity to gain firsthand 
uppreciation of the demands upon the President of the United States. 
We in the Bureau have both the duty and the privilege of working on 
a great many matters for the President and we know by the very nature 
of these tasks that they will continue to occupy his time and his 
thoughts after he leaves the office. This will continue as long as he 
may live. 

As the Senate committee indicated in its report, the Presidency of 
the United States is the highest office in this troubled world. It is the 
greatest office within the power of the American people to bestow upon 
any person. The responsibility of the President to maintain the dig- 
nity of that great office continues after he has left it. We in the 
Bureau therefore subscribe fully to the view that the legislation should 
be enacted, recognizing the obligation of this Government to see that 
it is financially possible for a former President to maintain the dignity 

of that office without hardship to himself or his family. Obviously 
it should be the choice of any ex-President as to whether he calls upon 
the Government for such financial support. This, howev ‘er, does not 
relieve the Government of its responsibility of making it available. 
Although the amounts that might be provided could be different in 
the bill, , the amounts contained appear to be reasonable. 

As you know, the bill also provides a pension of $10,000 for widows 
of former Presidents and this principle has been recognized in indi- 
vidual cases in the past. We believe that the legislation is sound, it 
is reasonable, and we urge its enactment. 

Mr. Roger Jones is with me and he is a career employee in the 
Bureau. He has been there at least through the terms of three Presi- 
dents and has had the opportunity to observe the duties of that office 
and is here with me to answer questions. 

Do you expect to make a statement, too? 

Mr. Roger Jones. Only if the committee desires. 

The Crarrman. Are there any questions? 

Mr. Cunnincuam. I have one. Is this a recommendation of the 
Bureau of the Budget, did you say ? 
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Mr. A. R. Jones. It is a little difficult for me to put.it quite in that 
term. As you know, the Bureau does respond to the Congress in rela- 
tion to a great deal of legislation. I might say that we have not 
spoken to the President himself about this, so.insofar as it.is.a question 
as to whether this is an administration position, the answer is “No.” 
Insofar as whether we in the Bureau who know the situation think 
that itis good legislation, the answer is “Yes.” 

Mr. CunniNGHAM. I am a newcomer here. I did not know that the 
Bureau, as an administrative agency, made this type of legislative 
recommendation. 

Mr. A. R. Jones. We respond to hundreds of requests from the Con- 
gress for opinions with regard to legislation. 

Mr. Jowansen. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHamman. Mr. Johansen. 

Mr. Jowansen. | would like to say something to the gentleman. and 
T want him to clearly understand that I am delighted he is here and 
I have the greatest respect for him. I have been impressed with the 
very forthright and direct manner in which the gentleman has ex- 
pressed the views of the Bureau of the Budget. I would just like for 
the record to say that I hope we can have the same forthrightness so 
far as the Subcommittee on Manpower Utilization is concerned whem 
we attempt to clear up the question of whether witnesses from depart- 
ments can answer us when we ask if they have any recommendations 
for savings and economy. 

The reason I mention that. is because yesterday we were told by a 
witness from the Department that he could not without. permission 
of the Bureau give such information, and I read later yesterday in an 
interview with the Director of the Bureau of the Budget in the U: 8. 
News & World Report the statement by Mr. Brundage that he. had 
authorized the giving of such information, and I hope we will have 
just as clear and forthright testimony when we come to that. matter. 

Mr. Davis. I would like to join the gentleman m that statement: 

The Cuaimman. Any other questions? 

Mr. Gross. Yes; I would like to ask the gentleman a question or two. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Gross. 

Mr. Gross. Who is this bill designed for? What is this alk about? 
Is there a former President in distress or any imminent indication of 
distress ? 

Mr. A. R. Jones. I know of no specific person that this is designed 
for. 

Mr. Gross. Then what is it all about? 

Mr. A. R. Jones. In order to provide standby legislation if the 
occasion should occur. 

Mr. Gross. Of course, it isn’t standby legislation. If enacted, then 
any former President can make use of it. 

Mr. A. R. Jones. That is correct. 

Mr. Gross. So it isn’t standby legislation. 

Mr. A. R. Jones. Standby from the standpoint that they have the 
option of using it. 

Mr. Gross. Certainly, but does not the gentleman think they will 
use it? 

Mr. A. R. Jones. I am quite certain in my own mind that ex-Presi- 
dent Hoover would not. 
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Mr. Gross. Does not the gentleman think that if any former Presi- 
dent of the United States were in financial distress the Congress would 
take care of that situation ? 

Mr. Porrer. Will you yield? 

Mr. Gross. Just a minute. 

Mr. A. R. Jones. I am quite sure that they would, but on the other 
hand, it would be quite embarrassing for him to have to ask them to. 

Mr. Gross. He would not have to ask for it, I do not think. Much 
has been made here this morning of the fact, and I believe you sug- 
gested it, if not implied it, that a former President is subject to call, 
that is, he may be called upon for his services. 

Mr. A. R. Jonxs. I do not believe my testimony contained that 
statement. However, as a matter of practicality I am sure that any 
former President who could make a contribution would be willing to. 

Mr. Gross. Of course that is discretionary with him, is it not? 
There is nothing to say that he must. do thus and so at the behest of 
the incumbent administration. 

Mr. A. R. Jones. Probably there is no statute that provides for it, 
that is correct. 

Mr. Gross. I can recall only a week or two ago when President 
Truman was asked to go over to the Middle East. I am not saying 
he was wrong in refusing to go, but he didn’t go and said he wouldn’t 
go. Isthat not correct? 

Mr. A. R. Jones. I read that in the paper ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Gross. So that unlike a general of the Army who is retired, 
it is not incumbent upon him to answer a call by a President of the 
United States or anyone else. 

Mr. A. R. Jones. As a statutory matter, that is correct. 

Mr. Gross. Yes. 

Mr. Santanoero. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Gross. Yes; I will. 

Mr. Sanrancero. Mr. Jones, in coming to your conclusion that it is 
very sound legislation, did you arrive at any figure as to what the 
overall cost would be, breaking it down as to what the cost of the 
franking privileges would be and what the Treasury would have to 
pay the Post Office for its use ? 

Mr. A. R. Jones. We did not. 

Mr. SAntraNnGeEto. Do you have any idea as to what it might cost? 

Mr. A. R. Jones. You mean the franking privileges? 

Mr. Santancewo. Yes. We are giving the ex-President the frank- 
ing privilege. Do you have any idea as to what it might cost? 

Mr. A. R. Jones. I do not. 

Mr. JoHANSEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Gross. Just a minute. I would like to ask the question of how 
much will this cost if an ex-President uses it. according to the terms of 
this bill? What will it cost? 

Mr. A. R. Jones. Obviously the answer to that depends upon the 
portions of it that he exercises. 

Mr. Gross. Let us take the maximum. 
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Mr. A. R. Jones. The testimony that you have heard this morning— 
I have not made a separate determination myself—would indicate 
that it would cost somewhere around 

Mr. Gross. You mean the Bureau of the Budget in approving this 
bill did not go into the possible maximum cost ? 

‘Mr. A. R. Jones. May I finish my statement, please ? 

Mr. Gross. Yes. 

Mr. A. R. Jones. We did not make a determination of the exact cost. 
I have every reason to believe that the testimony here this morning is 
correct, and the cost would appear to be upward to $100,000 a year 
as a potential. 

Mr. CunNNINGHAM. For each President ? 

Mr. A. R. Jones. Yes; for each President. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any other questions? 

Mr. Gross. That is all. 

Mr. Davis. With this base of $49,000 the gross would approximately 
double that amount or could approximately double that amount, 
couldn’t it ? 

Mr. A. R. Jones. You mean the maximum as to the employees? 
Mr. Davis. Yes. 

Mr. A. R. Jones. I believe the maximum as contained in the bill 
approximately $70,000. I did not verify that. 

Mr. Davis. The maximum then would be approximately $70,000? 
Mr. A. R. Jones. Plus the $25,000. 

Mr. Davis. Plus the $25,000 plus the office expense, and equipment, 
and so on? 

Mr. A. R. Jones. Yes; which could be as much as $100,000 a year. 

Mr. Davis. It could run considerably over $100,000, could it not, 
when you figure the office and the equipment ? 

Mr. Jones. Not very much over; I do not think so. 

Mr. Davis. What do you think you could equip a suite of offices for? 

Mr. Gross. In the case of a President. 

Mr. A. R. Jones. If they bought new furniture I would assume it 
might cost as much the first time it is equipped as $1,500 to $2,000. 

Mr. Davis. Whenever there is a new Federal judge appointed they 
always put in new furniture, do they not ¢ 

Mr. A. R. Jones. I am not familiar with that practice. IT assume 
they do. 

Mr. Davis. I assume they would put it in for the President of the 
United States when they set up a new office. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Porter. 

Mr. Porter. In connection with Mr. Gross’ comments about no need 
right now and with what Mr. Jones said about the standby legislation, 
I just wanted to suggest to Mr. Jones that is it not the purpose of this 
legislation standby legislation to preserve the dignity of any possible 
President who might come to need it so he does not have to come for 
it, as was indicated in effect, and say, “Iam hard up. Please help me 
out,” whereas this legislation if it is on the books on a standby basis 
it saves him that loss of dignity. 
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Mr. A. R. Jonxs. I believe it would accomplish that object, yes. 

Mr. JoHansen. Would the gentleman yield for a question ¢ 

Mr. Porter. Yes. 

Mr. JoHANSEN. I wonder, with the line of questioning we are raising 
here, and with reference to standby legislation, if we are not building 
a record in this hearmg which will make it as embarrassing for a 
former President of the United States to avail himself of this gra- 
tuity as it would be to come to Congress and ask for it without this 
legislation. 

Mr. Hotirrerp. Will the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. Cunninenam. Mr. Chairman, I just have this observation. 
They say there has been no evidence of need here, but we have had 
this early hearing. These postal workers are writing me with thou- 
sands of letters outlining their need and as yet we have not scheduled 
hearings on that legislation. It would seem to me that if there is no 
rush on this we ought to be getting into the hearings on the pay raise 
legislation so that we can take care of that where there is a need. 

The Cuairman. We have reports on that. Besides, it costs about 
a billion dollars more. 

Mr. Jonansen. Perhaps it is more pertinent to point out that.we are 
getting a lot of mail from retired employees asking for an increase in 
their pension. 

The Cuamman. We received a report on that and the civil-service 
retirement fund is $18 billion short today. 

Mr. Cunntncuam. Regardless of the cost I think we ought to hold 
early hearings so we can intelligently answer the problems concerning 
the al workers. 

Mr. Davis. Did you say it would cost approximately $1,500 to out- 
fit a suite of offices for the President and his assistant under this bill? 

Mr. A. R. Jones. I said $1,500 to $2,000. Iam guessing. I do not 
know. 

Mr. Davis. Do you not know if they put one desk in there for an ex- 
President that would cost probably $1,500, a desk and a chair, and then 
what about an electric typewriter, or maybe two of them, or three, for 
the secretaries, and desks and chairs and all that? Do you think you 
gave an approximately correct answer about the cost of equipping a 
suite of offices? 

Mr. A. R. Jongs. I believe the question was for the President’s office 
alone. 

Mr. Davis. I say the suite of offices. 

Mr. A. R. Jones. If you have a suite of offices and start buying high 
priced furniture for several people it would be more than that; yes. 

Mr. Davis. I was trying to get an idea from you as the Deputy Di- 
rector of the Bureau of the Budget about what it would cost. 

Mr. A. R. Jones. I will be glad to supply for the record a statement 
mor GSA as to what any number of offices would cost if you would 
like it. 

The CaatrmMan. Suppose you supply that. 

(The information is as follows :) 
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Proposed office furnishings for ex-President of the United States and staff 


[Based on 3-room suite aggregating a total of approximately 1,300 square feet of floor 
space] 
Ex-President’s office : 
1 desk, walnut, flat top, type I, executive, size No. 3—72 by 48 








NN ac sen en cies sic ig since deie pte ene in paced oat anaes ael $305. 83 

1 table, office, walnut type I, size No. 8—96 by 48 inches__________ 229. 98 
8 chairs, straight, w/arms, type I, No. 465, at $61.02 each________ 488. 16 
1 davenport, walnut, leather-upholstered, size No. 2—84 inches... 263. 95 
1 chair, walnut, leather-upholstered, style B__.____----_-____-_-_- 127. 25 
1 chair, walnut, leather-upholstered, (judge’s) class 2__._._________ 125. 48 
1 bookcase, walnut, size No. 2—44 by 1414 by 62 inches__________ 216. 77 
1 cabinet, telephone, walnut, size 24 by 18 ey 30 imeneRa.... sas 65. 57 
1 basket, wastepaper, walnut, size 13 by 13 by 1614 inches________ 31. 77 
2 tray, desk, walnut, size 3 by 11 by 15% inches, at $10.07 each____ 20. 14 
i cisscisicecaasih cai im shaaaiatalieieaeiead wus rset th Alcatel taaciaaceeaaaa aml 1, 874. 90 

Administrative assistant’s office: 

1 desk, walnut, flat top, type I, size No. 2, 66 by 40 inches________ 214. 57 
1 chair, walnut, rotary style B, fixed back, leather covered______- 81. 40 
6 chairs, straight, w/arms, type I, No. 465, at $61.02 each________ 366. 12 
1 table, walnut, type I, size No. 6—72 by 36 inches_____-_____-_-__- 81. 87 
1 cabinet, telephone, walnut, size 24 by 18 by 30___-__-_-_____-___- 65. 57 
1 bookcase, walnut, size No. 1—42 by 14 by 50 inches__________-__ 174. 23 
TO nia scenskniisiitertonan ete ivinccceien ita aa a siaiinienisigunegeheceesidaa lia aera 983. 76 








Secretaries’ office : 
2 desks, walnut, typewriter type III, secretarial, size No. 1—60 by 


BS ACTON: GE TT Ay isin sects ctenpaiaeinleeenteaes 395. 74 

2 chairs, rotary, style A, adjustable back, No. 622—H, at $94.20 
ies ssrohs anni nas niehin ci lassie sda dlndenetigacaennatg eee aaa ae a 188. 40 
3 chairs, straight, w/arms, type I, No. 465, at $61. Oe COCA. ne 183. 06 
1 contumer, WORTING GUPATC], WRITGE iin cect encndane 27. 25 
2 typewriters, electric, at $408.00 each___._.--___----~----_---_- 816. 00 
1 cabinet, safe 4-drawer, combination lock___..._._._--_-_-_-_-_----__ 335. 50 
4 cabinets, filing, 5-drawer w/locks, at $64.70_..._-._.___-__------- 258. 80 
I sa cesses th cas Sia tn lasso elms oaiiah eee cake 2, 204. 75 








General furnishings : 
3 Rugs, Elmore, type II, wool and rayon, sizes as follows: 
2, size 15 by 16 feet, 6 inches for standard 364 square foot 





BOB roc, at SIGZ.10 COCR 5 cain ncticncneewains 384. 20 

1, size 18 by 27 feet for executive 567 square foot EOB room_— 343.38 
Cushion (underlay) hair felt, %4¢-inch thick for the above list 

Tweet. GetiStOGic... ccncwockicnismadtoeaeeeeeeee 100. 00 

5 draperies, for a 5-window room, estimated___._______________- 350. 00 

TTI aici ce insist tsi ws nil ai cnc cage lta ae ae 1, 177. 58 

PROT: CI asic snes ocincliasncseeetniaiceandinaa sane ion 6, 240. 99 


Mr. Gross. Apparently the Bureau of the Budget is approving $30 
or $40 wastepaper baskets for the State Department right now. I 
would not think that the taste of a former President would be any less 
than that of the State Department. 

The Cuatrman. Any other questions? 

If not, thank you very much, Mr. Jones. 

That concludes today’s hearing on this bill. 

(Thereupon, at 11:58 a. m., the committee recessed, subject to call.) 


x 





